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Docket No. 200-100 


REMARKS 

The foregoing amendments and these remarks arc in response to the Office Action dated 
January 12. 2007. This amendment ;s timely filed. 

A s v 0, V V A X 

2 and 4-9 were rejected under 35 U.S.? §103(aj. Claim 3 was obiecleO to as being dependent 
rtnon a rejected base Aahm but would be adowable if rewritten in independent form uudtahngah 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. The objections and rejections are 
discussed n: more detail below. 

t Iklf.PO - - ui a^il Allowable. Sttbj^ Matter 

Claims 1, 2 and 4-9 were mice ted under 35 U.S.C. 5. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over OS. 
Patent N{ 132,02c to Wooh et a n wew n US Patent K ^ ^ \ 
Churn 3 was objected to as heap- dependent upon a rejected base claim, but was indicated to be 
allowable d 'rewritten tn independent form including all of the limitations of the base eiann and any 
intervening claims. 

s v s - s Aweitheiess sab r. > 

ehno Cues been doh dded chun v tich is now believed to be allowable Claim 3 has been 
cancelled. Certain features of claim 1 have been removed and .forms the basis or new claim id. 
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and it thus believed ;l i si: claims a< ;a condition for allowance. Nevei'theiess 5 Apr 
invite ibe Examiner to call t.he midersigned if it is bedcved that a isiephomc interview 

ie prosecution of tin , , onu 

Applicants respectfully requeal recousicieraikni and prompt allowance of the peodiog claim 

Respectfully snlmuited. 


Dated: gzlAlSJ , 

J. Rod a -a a Steak;, jr. 

^ \ n ; ^ o s s 
MarkD.Passler 
Registration No, 40.704 
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